In California, Green Party and Democratic Party communities vote in favor of ballot initiatives that are pro-environment while Republican Party communities are less likely to vote in favor of such initiatives. Given that these ideology measures have predictive power in political markets, do these same measures have predictive power in explaining private consumption differences? This paper uses several consumption data sets to document that households who live in communities where Green Party voters are overrepresented consume fewer resources than observationally identical "non-Greens". While Democrats vote green, their private consumption patterns are the same as Republicans. 
Mehlman is claiming that this information would have predictive power concerning this person's choices in consumer markets. This paper uses political party registration data to identify "environmentalists" and then uses several micro data sets to examine household resource consumption as a function of demographics and household environmentalism.
The paper's main hypothesis is that environmentalists vote green and consume fewer resources in day to day life.
There are at least two reasons for why environmentalists might live a more responsible, sustainable lifestyle. First, this group may visualize the environmental consequences of their actions and derive disutility from exacerbating existing pollution externalities. Put succinctly, this group does not want to free ride. Second, environmentalists may enjoy a "warm glow" from being good citizens, especially if they live in a pro-green community.
4
The empirical challenge in testing whether ideology affects consumption choice is that measures of ideology are not typically available in standard consumption data sets.
Household Residents of Green Party communities also consume fewer resources. Holding a large set of household characteristics constant, I document that "Green" households drive less, and consume less household electricity than observationally identical "Browns". I conclude from these results that Greens exhibit a consistency between their choices in political and consumer markets. I interpret these findings as broadly supporting Goldberg (1969) who suggests that individuals develop a party identification quite early in life. In my setting, environmentalists choose to live in residential communities with like minded people and vote for public expenditure on the environment and live a "greener" lifestyle on a day to day basis.
3
These findings support recent research by economists highlighting the important role of ideology and identity in determining outcomes (see Akerlof and Kranton 2000) .
To quote Blinder and Krueger (2004) , "Subject to many caveats, we find that ideology is the most consistently important determinant of public opinion on a number of major economic policy issues, and objective measures of material self-interest are the least important. Knowledge about the economy ranks somewhere in between-sometimes it is important, but sometimes it is not."
The next section of this paper presents my data sources for measuring environmental ideology. I then show that this measure has predictive power in explaining cross-sectional voting patterns on environmental initiatives in California. In the next section, I then present my statistical framework for testing the paper's core hypotheses that environmental ideology influences consumption choice.
Environmental Ideology and Political Party Registration Data
To test whether greens consume less than browns, I must be able to identify the two groups. Throughout this paper, the primary ideology measure I use is the Green Party's share of registered voters in a person's neighborhood. California is the state with the highest count of Green Party registered voters and as a percent of total registered voters (see Appendix One).
almost 10 percent less conventional electricity than non-conservationists and that conservationists are more likely to participate in the green-electricity program. The California Green Party provides the following description of itself.
"Because the Earth community is imperiled and the current political system has proved ineffective, Green politics has arisen worldwide through Green parties and kindred grassroots movements. The Green Party of California was formed in 1990-91 when more than 103,000 pragmatic visionaries changed their voter registration to "Green" and thereby qualified the new party for the state-level ballot in California. The Green Party of California stands on two legs: one in electoral work (initiatives, referenda and candidates), and one in community projects and grassroots social-change movements that are compatible with the Green vision. As Greens we understand humans are but one part of the ecosystem with a unique responsibility. That responsibility is to develop an understanding of environmental sustainability and to live and promote those practices which support it. Ecologically sound principles of living can guarantee protection for the Earth and all its people. Our commitment to ecological wisdom leads us to take natural systems as a model for human interaction. The interconnectedness of all things has helped us to realize that our practices of generating "waste" separate us from natural systems; in nature degraded matter is decomposed and returned to the web of life as nutrients. Our commitment to environmental justice has helped us to understand that in a closed system we all live downstream and downwind. Of special importance is the need to rectify the practice of "toxic racism." See http://cagreens.org/platform/ecology.htm)."
The California Green Party Manifesto states that its priorities are: This measure raises gasoline taxes and earmarks the revenue for public transit improvements. I view this initiative as "Pro-Environment". Table One reports an OLS regression of equation (1).
In this regression, the unit of analysis is a California census tract. The dependent variable is the share of votes in favor of the public transit initiative (Proposition 185 in 1994) . 7 The regression is population weighted. This is regressed on two census tract level variables, tract average household income and population density. 
Why Could Green Party Members Exhibit Different Consumption Patterns than Democrats or Republicans?
This section studies household consumer choice conditional on where households choose to live. Standard urban economics predicts that utility maximizing consumers will recognize that each community represents a bundle of local attributes. Some communities are closer to the Central Business District, while other communities are located in better school districts. Each household chooses its favorite community while recognizing that higher quality areas will cost more to live in (Rosen 2002) . This residential Tiebout sorting yields local communities that are much more homogenous than the population as a whole. I am not claiming that households intentionally sort into residential communities based on political ideology but a consequence of household utility maximization is that similar people clump together in neighborhoods. A green is unlikely to drive a Hummer around a Green community for two reasons. First, she would internalize the social costs of its pollution and second she would be shamed by her peer group's reaction.
To summarize this section, the main empirical hypothesis of interest is to test whether those who live in green communities, take "greener" actions than observationally 10 11/28/2004 Greening without the preening by John M. Broder (page 12 of New York Times) discusses the fact that the 2005 Honda Accord Hybrid charges a $3400 premium for the hybrid version relative to the conventional Accord. "The tangible benefits are relatively small: the hybrid delivers modestly better performance, improved mileage and slightly more space than the conventional V-6 accord. . . . "But Honda is betting that the intangible and invisible benefits of hybrid ownership will drive discriminating uppermiddle income buyers to its showrooms to do their bit for the ozone layer. Honda says its hybrid buyers are a conservative bunch , not the sort to advertise their virtue like owners of the Toyota Prius , who may want everyone to think their cars can run on egg whites and organic chardonnay. Robert Bienenfeld senior manager for product planning at Honda; said that the $3,400 price premium over the regular accord was offset by the better performance, and fuel efficiency as well as by a federal tax break for hybrid vehicles, `We are pushing hard to provide a benefit to society beyond what the individual gets, it's a tough calculus in a certain sense, it doesn't add up but in another sense it does. You an feel good about owning it. How do you put a price on that?'" identical people who live in "brown" communities. If I do find statistically significant evidence of a difference, this section has highlighted that either the private pursuit of environmentalism or the pursuit of local social status.
Does Green Party Membership Predict Resource Consumption?
In this section, I study household resource consumption. For example, in some regressions the outcome variable will be annual gallons of gasoline consumption while in other regressions it will be annual household electricity expenditure. My main focus is to test whether people who live in Republican communities consume more resources than people who live in Democrat communities who consume more than people who live in Green Party communities.
Equation (2) Table Two reports Controlling for zip code average household income and population density, Democrats are no more likely to walk or bike than Republicans while Green Party communities are more likely to commute by walking or biking. In the entire state of California, only 3.9 percent of workers commute using this "green" technology. The final piece of transportation evidence is reported in Table Five's right column. This column reports an estimate of equation (2) 
Vehicle Utilization Differentials

Household Electricity Consumption
The previous section focused solely on transportation patterns. Household electricity consumption represents another relevant consumption metric. Household choices over what types of air conditioning and other durables to purchase and their 13 It is important to note that unlike the NHTS 2001 regressions in which the geographical identifier in the micro data was the zip code, in Table Five the geographical identifier in the Census micro data is the PUMA. PUMAs represent geographical aggregates of census tracts. These are large "communities" that can contain as many as 100,000 people. In the year 2000 Census, California is partitioned into 240 of these PUMAs. For example, in 1990 Los Angeles county was partitioned into 58 PUMAs. In Table Five , the standard errors are clustered by PUMA.
utilization play a key role in determining their annual electricity bill. In Table Five's left column I report an estimate of equation (2) 
Conclusion
This paper has presented new evidence on the role of environmental ideology in explaining cross-sectional variation in voting on environmental legislation and on household consumption patterns. In California, Green Party registered voters are more likely to vote in favor of "pro-environment" ballot initiatives and they consume less resources (measured by driving and household electricity) than observationally identical households who do not live in Green Party areas.
Recognizing that the Green Party is a very small party, I have also tested for differences in voting patterns and consumption patterns between Democrats and cannot reject the hypothesis that their consumption patterns are the same. For example, as shown in Table Three http://www.gp.org/documents/vote_reg.html The unit of analysis is a census tract. The regression is estimated using OLS. The Dependent Variable is the share of the census tract's voters who voted in favor of proposition 185 in 1994 divided by the total number of tract residents who voted on the initiative The regression is weighted using the census tract's population as the weight. The sample consists of home owners in California in the year 2000 who live in a single detached home. The data source is the 5% IPUMS. In the left column, the dependent variable is the log of the household's annual electricity expenditure in dollars. In the right column, the dependent variable is a dummy variable that equals one if the household does not own a vehicle. The standard errors are clustered by PUMA.
